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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE - PRESSRELEASE

ACTON BOARD OF SELECTMEN

ACTON BOARD OF WATER COMMISSIONERS

ACTON CITIZENS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SAFETY

July 19, 2005

RE: EPA ProposedPlanfor W.R. GraceSuperfundSite
Acton andConcord,MA

TheBoardofSelectmenof theTownofActon, BoardofWaterCommissionersof
theActonWaterDistrict, andtheBoardofDirectorsofActonCitizensfor Environmental
Safety,todayannouncedtheirdisappointmentwith theUnitedStatesEnvironmental
ProtectionAgency’sProposedPlan,datedJuly2005,to addresswidespreadgroundwater
contaminationfrom chemicalsreleasedat andfrom theW.R. GraceSuperfiindSite in
Acton. GiventheparamountimportanceofprotectingtheTown’spresentandfuture
drinkingwatersupplies,initial reviewoftheProposedPlanrevealsanumberofareasof
significantconcernto theTown, theWaterDistrict andACES. Forexample:

NortheastPlume

• A significantplumeofchemicalcontamination— measuringalmostamile in
lengthandup to onequarterofamile in width - hasspreadnortheastfrom the
GraceSuperfundSite,beneathdozensofsingle-familyresidentialproperties,to
severalof theTown’spublic drinking watersupplywells.

• TheplumeofcontaminationhasforcedtheWaterDistrict to utilize expensiveand
elaboratetreatmentto ensureremovalofvolatile organicchemicalsfrom the
Town’s publicdrinking waterwellsbeforethewateris distributedaspartofthe
watersupply. Thisplumehasevenpreventedresidentsfrom usingsimple
irrigation wells to watertheir lawnsorfor otherlegitimatepurposes.

• Despitethe carcinogenicpotentialofcertaincontaminantsin thisplume,and
despitethefactthat “successfulgroundwatercleanup”hasoccurredoverthelast
20yearsfor othercontaminantplumesfromtheGracesitecontainingthesevery
samechemicals(Planat page4), EPA’s ProposedPlanprovidesthat
“groundwaterextractionandtreatmentin theNortheastAreais not includedasa
componentofthis remedialalternative.” (Planatpage15).

• Instead,EPAreliesonso-called“monitorednaturalattenuation”— aeuphemism
for doing nothingto activelyremovethenortheastplumeofchemical
contaminationfrom theTown’saquifer— asits “remedy” ofchoice.





PressRelease
July 19, 2005
Page2

• EPA’s selectionofthis “naturalattenuationalternative”is disturbingfor a variety
ofreasons.

• First, thisalternativeignoresthebindinglegalrequirementsofthe federalCourt
OrderandtheStateAdministrativeOrderthat governthecleanupofthis site,1

including thefollowing mandatoryrequirementsgoverningaquiferrestoration
(emphasisadded):

1. Aquifer restorationinvolves“aquifer cleanup and restorationto a fully
usablecondition, includingacritical path time schedulefor completion,”
notalaissezfairenaturalattenuationapproach(Final Decree§ XII.A).

2. Aquifer restorationinvolves“evaluationofalternatives for accelerated
cleanup ofthe aquifer (asopposedto self-cleansingoverperiod oftime)”
(Final Decree§ XII.A.2).

3. Aquifer restorationinvolvesa “planofactionandcritical path time schedule
implementingoneor a combinationof therestoration alternativeswhich
will ensurerestorationof theaquifer to a fully usablecondition” (Final
Decree§ XII.B.4).

Undertheserequirements,relyingonnaturalattenuationis simplynotanoption.
Rather,relianceon “naturalattenuation”is directly contraryto theexpress
requirementsofthefederalCourtOrdergoverningtheclean-upoftheGracesite.

• Second,EPAjustifiestheselectionofa “naturalattenuation”alternativein part
with theremarkablelogic that,

“Groundwaterfrom this northeastareais currentlybeingtreatedwith an
air strippersystemthat is operatedbytheActon WaterDistrict (AWD).
TheAWD continuesto treatandprovidesafedrinking waterto the
residentsofActon.” (Planat page1).

EPA hasthusturnedupsidedownboththe “environmentalprotection”mandate
andthe“polluter pays”principleofthefederalsuperfundlaw. Insteadof
requiringthepolluter to cleanup its chemicalcontaminationbeforeit hits the
publicwatersupplywells — asrequiredby federallaw, statelaw andthe
governingcourtandadministrativeorders— EPAtakesthepositionthataslong as
thepublic drinkingwatersupplieris treatingtheproblem,EPAwill not require
thepolluterto addresstheproblem.

Seethe FinalDecreeenteredby theUnited StatesDistrict Courtfor theDistrict ofMassachusetts
in October1980 inCivil Action No. 80-748-C,and(b) theAmendedDEP(f/k/aDEQE)Orderto Grace
datedApril 15, 1981.
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• Third, EPAadmitsthat the“naturalattenuation”modelwill not “reachdrinking
waterstandardsfor this area”for anestimated25 years— andprovidesno
indicationasto whenif evertheaquiferwill reachthe Town’sandtheWater
District’s stricter(thatis, moreprotective)standardsgoverningvolatile organic
chemicalcontaminationoftheTown’swatersupply. (Planatpage14).

• Fourth,EPArelieson incorrectassumptionsto justify its avoidanceofareal
remedyforthis area. In citing issuessuchas“managementoftheextractedand
treatedgroundwater”andthe“potential impactson theTown’swatersupply
wells” (Planatpage14),EPAhasignoredtherepeatedrequestsoftheTown, the
WaterDistrict andACESfor abonafide planandreliableinformationonhow
bestto extractandtreatgroundwaterin this areawithoutcreatingcollateral
problemsfor theaquiferandthewatersupply. Refusingto provideanswersdoes
not justifyEPA’ sdecisionto fai1 to requireameaningfulremedyin this area.
Similarly,by pointingto thetime frameto obtainaccessagreementsto perform
workoff oftheGraceproperty(Planatpage14),EPA fails to acknowledgethe
varietyofobvioussolutionsto this make-weightproblem— rangingfrom theuse
of acombinationofGrace,TownandWaterDistrict propertiesfor theremedial
activities,on theonehand,to exercisingfederal,stateand/orlocalpowersof
eminentdomainto solvetheaccessproblemon theother.

Obligation to RestoreFully UsableAQuifers

• Acton residentsareconstantlyremindedofthescarceandpreciousnatureof
Acton’sdrinking waterby theneedfor aggressivewaterconservationmeasures.
Thereasonfor this is simple: Acton reliessolelyongroundwateraquifersto meet
all of its drinkingwaterneeds. As theTown grows,theneedfor additional
suppliesofpotablewaterbecomesmoreandmorepressing.

• More than25 yearsago,chemicalcontaminationfrom theGracepropertybecame
apparentwhenastheWaterDistrict exploredpossiblelocationsfor asignificant
newpublicdrinking waterwell. Thenandnow, theoptimumlocationfor sucha
well — in theabsenceoftheGracecontamination— is northoftheexistingAssabet
wells andsouthofSinkingPond. This areaabutsthe Gracepropertyandis the
siteofthe supplywell knownasWRG3.

• EPAhasknownofthiscritical interestofthe Townandthe WaterDistrict
throughouttheyearstheGracecontaminationhaspersistedin thegroundwater.
Yet EPA’s ProposedPlanfails to makeanyprovisionfor thiswell to comeon line
orto beprotectedfrom organicandinorganicchemicalcontaminationcausedby
the Gracesitewhenit does.

• For instance,theProposedPlanfails to modelorrequireGraceto model theeffect
that developmentofapublicwatersupplywell in this areawill haveif themain
Aquifer RestorationSystemis modified ordiscontinuedasplanned.
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• TheProposedPlanalsofails to requirethatthepolluterwill payto protectthe
well andits contributingaquiferfrom ongoingadverseeffectsfrom theorganic
andinorganicchemicalcontaminationcausedby theGracesite.

• In thesecircumstances,EPA’s ProposedPlanagainfalls shortof its mandatory
obligationunderthe governingOrdersto ensuretimely andeffectiverestoration
oftheaffectedaquifersto afully usablecondition.

EPA’s “Rush to Judgment”

• Giventheseandotherproblemswith theProposedPlan,theTown, theWater
District andACESquestionEPA’swisdomandmotivationofrushingto issuea
Recordof Decisionandselectthefinal remedyby “this fall.” (Planatpage10).
Thisarbitrarydeadlineappearsdrivenmoreby EPA’s desireto notcha Recordof
Decisionin its bureaucraticbeltby thecloseof its fiscal yearon September30,
2005,thanby anypressingor rationalenvironmentaljustification.

• Becauseofthis arbitrarydeadline,therearecollateralconsequencesto theTown,
theWaterDistrict, ACES,andthepublic in beingdeprivedofa meaningful
periodto reviewandcommenton theProposedPlanandits underlying5 volumes
oftechnicaldata.

• TheTown, the WaterDistrict, andACEShavejointly requestedamodest60 day
extensionofthepublic commentperiodonEPA’s ProposedPlanfrom August9,
2005,to andincludingOctober7, 2005.

• Thisextensionwill resultin noadverseconsequenceto EPA orto Grace. More
important,giventhepassageoftimeto date,this extensionwill resultin no
materialadverseenvironmentalconsequences.

• Thereasonsin favor ofgrantingtheextensionarefurtherdelineatedin the
attachedextensionrequest.

END OF RELEASE

cc: ActonBeacon
BostonGlobe
BostonHerald
Lowell Sun
SenatorEdwardM. Kennedy
SenatorJohnF. Kerry
SenatorPamelaResor
[CongressionalDelegationto be addedi
Boardof Selectmen,Town of Acton
Boardof WaterCommissioners,ActonWaterDistrict
AndrewCohen,DEP
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JamesDeming,ActonWaterDistrict
Lydia Duff, Grace
DougHalley,Townof Acton
SethJaffe,Foley Hoag
MaryellenJohns,Remedium
MichaelLeBlanc,DEP
MaryMichelman,ACES
MichaelMoore, Townof ConcordBoardof Health
ChuckMyette,Brown& Caidwell
Mitch Obradovic,Remedium
Art Taddeo,ENSR
BarbaraWeir,Metcalf& Eddy
JamesOkun,OTO
Acton PublicLibrary




